REMARKS 


Claims 10 and 20 have been amended to include the subject matter of dependent claims 
indicated to be allowable. Please note that claim 10 has been amended to include the subject 
matter of claim 17, but not intervening dependent claim 16 which calls for the contact to be U- 
shaped. The same change has been made with respect to claim 20. 

In view of the positions taken in the office action, it is now believed that the U-shaped 
contact was responsible for the indication of allowability of claims 17 and 25 and, therefore, the 
claims as amended should be in condition for allowance. 

Claim 1 has been amended to call for supporting a sensor in a raised position over a 
substrate on an upwardly extending contact. For the same reasons that amended claims 10 and 20 
should now be in condition for allowance, the amended method claim 1 should also be allowable. 
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